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Reply to Office Action 

Appl. No.: 09/751.121 Art Unit: 3624 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria. VA 22313-1450 

Re: Filing the one revision of an individual deficiency in my July 14. 2007 
Reply to the United States Patent and Trademark Office Action mailed 
on October 9, 2007 being non-compliant with the Revised Amendment 
Practice: 37 CFR 1.121 or 1 .4 (4. Amendments to the claims: C. 
Providing the proper claim status identifier and E. Other: Claim 42 was 
inadvertently incorrectly identified as "Previously presented" when it should 
have been identified as "Currently amended", for it had been amended). 

Sir: 

As with my prior July 14. 2007 Reply, this reply is In response to the Office 
Action by the United States Patent and Trademark Office mailed on October 9. 
2007 indicating that my July 14. 2007 reply was not fully compliant due to the one 
incorrect claim identifier inadvertently indicated for Claim 42 (It was shown as 
Previously presented when it should have been indicated as Currently amended.) 
Again, the listing of all of the claims begins on Page 3. and is in ascending 
numerical order with the claims indicated as canceled being aggregated into one 
statement (e.g. Claims 1-31 (canceled)). The previously presented claims have 
been listed and the currently amended claims have now been submitted showing 
ONLY the amendments correcting the non-compliance as required by the Office 
Action mailed on December 13. 2006 in my Reply submitted on March 13, 2007 
and NOT also including the amendments as previously submitted in my May 30, 

2006 Reply to the Office Action mailed on May 2. 2006, as per the stated 
direction of the United States Patent and Trademark Office during the June 7, 

2007 Telephonic Interview by Examiner Ms. Ella Colbert. 
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